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future. In a real sense the Locarno settlement was the true peace
treaty that marked the end of the war by an agreed peace. It
gave a guarantee in his eyes that it would be possible to secure
the complete rehabilitation of his country without upsetting
either Germany or Europe. He attached in 1927 only a relative
importance to the practical realization of the paper gains of
Locarno, although he never minimized the importance to ordered
political development in Germany of the removal of the outward
evidences of "servitude" and the reduction of the financial
burden. But what he was looking to was the time in the very near
future when the relations established at Locarno would have so
improved that the other signatories would see in revision not a
menace to their security but a condition of it in the resulting
pacification of Europe. To that extent his was a moderate nation-
alist programme, such as the intelligent wing of the Nationalist
party finally found no difficulty in supporting. But its significance
lay in the fact that in his conception it looked far beyond the
purely nationalist end. It had a moral basis which was different
from that of the crude nationalism that usurped the name of
patriotism in Germany. It saw in internationalism the supreme
means whereby true nationalism could attain its end, an end
not of domination but of service. He was already moving
beyond that political pacifism which estimates correctly that,
under modern conditions, war is a wasteful, dangerous, and, on
the whole, unsatisfactory method of realizing national aims,
towards that deeper pacifism which no longer regards the avoid-
ance of war as an end in itself and makes the negative maintenance
of peace the criterion of all policy, but which seeks to render
war anachronistic by the establishment of a system of ordered
co-operation.* He had reached a new definition of revision; it
was not merely the restoration of past conditions, but the creation
of new conditions. In that creation he felt that, just because she
was relatively impotent, just because she was temporarily under
* It should^ one hopes, be unnecessary to point out that Stresemann never
was in any sense a Quaker or a peace-at-any-price pacifist. His pacifism was
purely intellectual and'political; into it there did not enter the religious element
nor the element of selfishness^ cowardice^ or conceit,

